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Dr. C. L. Dunham

Director

Division of Biclogy and Medicine
U. S. Atcmic Energy Commission
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Or. Dunham:

I am sorry to have held the Rongelap galley this long, but
I have been very pressed in the last month or so. At any rate,
I am returning it herewith; Dr. S. H. Cohn at MRDL has also had a
chance at it, and both he and I are satisfied as to its shape and
content. I have one qualification: later dzta resulted in a siightly
different spectral distribution estimate (Fig. 1.2) and I thought
you had the later figure already.(it appears in WI-939). If it is
not too late, I'd like to replace the one you have with the enclosed,
which I hope is suitable for reproduction. (Yo great harm is done
if it is too late, for the changes do not affect the main argument).

Thanks very much for sending the galley on to me.
Sincerely,
C-/ é‘,//' 04’%4'_/
C. A. SOFDHAUS
Donner Laboratory Bio.and Medical
Physics
Berkeley 4, Californis
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